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OFFICE OF ATTORNEY-G KNERAL 





September 3, 1954 


Ray E, Tarbox, Cormaissicner 
State Liquor Commission 
Concord, New Haapshire 


Dear Mr. Tarbox; 


In a convtorence of this date you keve advised us 
that a permittee mder RL. c. 170 is displaying its trade-mark 
upoa its celivery trucks within this State and you have inquired 
cur opinion Wacther such disnley constitutes a violation of A.L, | 
c. 170, s. 42, or rales and reculations made thercunder. We 
reply in the affirmotive. 


The section cited prohibits all advertising of 
liquor or beverage within the Ssate, other than through tos 
meciua of newspapers, mazacines, periodicals S, and recio brocade 
casting, except as specificaliy authorized by the Ccmiissicn. | 
Pursuant to this regulation the Comission has promulgated its 
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Advertising Regulation Ko. 6 trich reads as folious: NEW HAMPSHIRE | LAW [hi 
"Advertising ef alcoholic beverages by brands ca SEP 99 9 

Gelivery trucks, automobiles or other motor vehicles J8 
is hereby prohibited, ® COMPARE ALH 


You advise in the present case that the tracce 
mark under consideration is woil known ond is used by the per~ 
mittee, gencrcliy, in advorticing its braid cf products, cuca 
precucts being aiccholic beverages. While only the trade-mark 
dtcelf is uscd, without the acciticon of ony words weich urge the 
purchase of the permmcttec!'s pro cducts, it is our opinion tuat 
such use is clearly advertising. And, of course, it cencs 
squarely within the lLanzuscze of the advertising resulation cited. 


If we can be of any assistence to you in this 
matter, wili you kindly advise. 


Very truly yours, 


Warren E. Waters 
Deputy Attorney General 
Wwou/onl 7 


